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Dave Kert
3341-H Cimmarron Rd., Cameron Park, CA 95682
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I support free access to the Rancheria, the exchange has been well designed and will
provide well regulated traffic access while maintaining uninterrupted traffic flow in both
directions on Highway 50.

Response:

The commenter supports free access to the Rancheria. The comment is noted.
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Caltrans needs to focus on Mission Flat and its neighbors. Not an eyesore for others to
come to a rural areas and loss $ causing more pollution.

Response:

The commenter states that "Caltrans needs to focus on Missouri Flat and its
neighbors." Also belives the Interchange Project will be an "eyesore" and will cause
more pollution. The comments are noted. Both the 2002 EIR and the supplemental
EIR discusses the potential air quality impacts of the Interchange Project and the
2002 EIR discusses the potential aesthetic impacts.
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Marian Soldano
6721 Settlers Trail, Shingle Springs, CA 95682-8022

I am for the proposed action not the 2 smaller alternatives. The east bound exit ramp is
ample to handle the traffic to the project area. This project has gone on for too many
years. Courts have approved, time to start construction. The people from the Rancheria
have been treated unfairly for many years. I'm for proposed as is. LET THE PROJECT
PROCEED.

Response:

The commenter supports the Interchange Project and the hotel/casino. The comment is
noted.
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Chrysan Dosh
3581 Grandview Cr., Shingle Springs, CA 95682

Casino project does not comply with state air quality levels for ozone. Smaller casino
project proposed is only an initial effort to get approval. Since, "tribe" is a sovereign -
nation, after the interchange is built they will expand the project to its original proposed
SIze.

Noise is a big concern from ramp traffic- Why such a huge interchange project being
proposed for a smaller casino project? The original interchange ramp is the same as the
one proposed for the larger project.

Response:

The commenter comments that the Interchange Project does not comply with the
State ozone standards. As explained in Response2-6, above, the Court of appeal held
that the State ozone standards are not at issue in this case. The commenter also is
concerned about noise from traffic. Noise impacts are beyond the scope of the
Supplemental EIR, but are addressed in the 2002 Final EIR at Section 5.6.




